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A few trivial slips may be corrected: Perotti in the Register stands for the 
Latinized form in § 284, 4; the page heading of p. 223 should have § 288 in 
place of §285; and in §322, n. 10, "p. 281" should be read after "Boissier 
Taeite." "Mass.," appended to "Cambridge," is a mystery to the ordinary 
German, "Massachusetts" is impossible to print, and so Schanz, ignoring 
the sixteen other states that possess communities of that name, merely adds 
"Amerika." In Teuffel's work, one might flatter the city still more by 
emending §305, n. 2, "C. Beck .... Cambridge (Man)," by simply 
striking out the parentheses. At any rate, the place of publication should 
not appear, as at present, in three different forms within two pages. 

But some of these are small matters. The sponsors for this new edition 
of Teuffel's History of Latin Literature can count on its constant use by 
American scholars, as the most convenient and accurate work that we have 
of its kind. Since, perhaps wisely, it takes no note of foreign translations 
of the Latin writers (even when one is contained in an edition that it men- 
tions; cf. Lowe's Petronius, §305, n. 7), we may suggest the advisability 
of adding these in a new edition of the English version (G. C. Warr, 1891- 
92), which is now earnestly to be desired. 

Walton Brooks McDaniel 

University op Pennsylvania 



Imagines Philologorum. 160 Bildnisse aus der Zeit von der Renais- 
sance bis zur Gegenwart, gesammelt und herausgegeben von 
Alfred Gudeman. Leipzig: Teubner, 1911. M. 3.20. 

In 1892 Urlichs in Muller's Handbuch, p. 33, noted with regret the lack 
of "eine wissenschaftliche Zusammenstellung und Herausgabe von Bildnissen 
der Philologen aller Zeiten." This gap in our literature is now to some 
extent filled by Dr. Gudeman, in part from his own large collection of 
portraits of this kind. The likenesses are arranged for the most part in 
chronological order, but an alphabetical list at the beginning of the book 
gives the names of those included in it, with the date and place of their birth 
and death (for no living scholars are included) and the source of the portraits. 

The work forms a useful supplement to the author's very serviceable 
Grundriss zur Geschichte der klass. Phil., and is, besides, one which will have 
an independent interest for classical scholars and cultivated laymen. For 
the benefit of the latter a few words of characterization might have been 
added under each picture. 

One can judge of the quality of the likenesses only from those of men whom 
one has personally known, and in some cases these are a little disappoint- 
ing, for example those of Mau and Christ; although others are excellent. 
One might regret also the absence of some likenesses which one would like 
to see, but which the author has doubtless been unable to procure. However, 
one cannot but be grateful to Dr. Gudeman both for the plan and for the 
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way in which it is carried out; for the making of such a book presents not a 
few difficult problems, and requires a far greater amount of labor and research 
than the casual turning of its pages might suggest. It is to be hoped that 
the success of the book and the discovery or acquisition of new material 
may warrant the issuing of a revised and enlarged edition as speedily as in 
the case of the Grundriss. 

John C. Rolfe 
University of Pennsylvania 



Die Berichte des Photios iiber die fiinf dltern attischen Redner. 
Analysiert von A. Vonach. Commentationes Aenipontanae V. 
Ad Aeni Pontem, in aedibus Wagnerianis. 1910. 

Among the numerous notices and criticisms of Greek authors which are 
to be found in the comprehensive Bi/3\io6-QKr) of Photius, the interesting 
discussion of the Attic Orators has attracted considerable attention. These 
notices of Photius contain not only biographical facts but also critical 
estimates of the style and writings of the famous Canon of the Ten. As 
regards the source of these notices there has not been universal agreement. 
In an article entitled "The Criticism of Photius on the Attic Orators" in 
the Transactions of the American Philological Association (1907, XXXVIII, 
41-47), the present reviewer came to the conclusion that the source of 
practically all of the important criticism in Photius of the Attic Orators is 
the lost treatise of Caecilius of Calacte, ir«pi tov xixpaKTrjpo<; tuiv 8«a 
pr)Top<j>v; further that much of the material in Photius is identical with 
criticisms in the Pseudo-Plutarch, Lives of the Ten Orators, which last com- 
pilation follows closely Caecilius. 

These conclusions of my own are corroborated by Vonach in this pains- 
taking investigation of 63 pages, which is an analysis of the criticism of 
Photius on Antiphon, Andocides, Lysias, Isocrates, and Isaeus. The writer 
not only presents side by side parallel Greek passages from the Pseudo- 
Plutarch and Photius, but also quotes on these authors the statements found 
in the various ancient critics. 

Vonach's conclusions are as follows. The article of Photius on Antiphon 
is based entirely on the Pseudo-Plutarch Vita (which in turn, is based 
chiefly on Caecilius), with the exception of the excursus beginning with 
the words, 6 /xivroi S<.«Awottjs KoikiXios (cf. Ofenloch Caecilii Calactini 
Fragmenta 92) which is derived directly from Caecilius or some intermediary 
source. 

The Pseudo-Plutarch is likewise the source of the account of Andocides; 
also of the statements regarding the life of Lysias, but the critical estimate 
of the latter orator goes back directly to Caecilius and is not based on Pseudo- 
Plutarch, although it is credible that Photius read the criticism on Lysias 
which is to be found in Dionysius of Halicarnassus and incorporated some 
statements from Dionysius with his own. 



